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SECURING THE ATTENDANCE OF WITNESSES FROM 
WITHOUT THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA IN CRIMINAL 
PROCEEDINGS 


FEBRUARY 20 (legislative day, January 10, 1952).—Ordered to be printed 


Mr. Jounnston of South Carolina, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, submitted the following 


REPORT 
[To accompany H. R. 5256] 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 5256) to secure the attendance of witnesses from 
without the District of Columbia in criminal proceedings, having 
considered the same, report favorably thereon without amendment 
and recommend that the bill do pass. 

The bill is virtually identical with the Uniform Act to secure the 
attendance of witnesses from without a State in criminal proceed- 
ings, as adopted by the National Conference of Commissioners on 
Uniform State Laws in September 1931, and revised in August 1936. 
Slight changes have been made in the language of the Uniform Act, in 
order to conform to the requirements of the District of Columbia, and 
section 7 of the Uniform Act has been omitted as being unnecessary. 

The object of the said Uniform Act, providing for the obtaining of 
testimony, in criminal proceedings, of witnesses who are in a State 
other than that in which prosecution is pending, is to promote the 
enforcement of the criminal laws and the administration of justice 
in criminal proceedings in the several States. The act is designed 
to operate reciprocally; i. e., a State having enacted the law may 
require the attendance of vitae from another State having enacted 
the law. Uniform Laws Annotated, issued in May 1951 (vol. 9, p. 
37), lists 38 States and Puerto Rico as having adopted the Uniform 
Act. All the States near the District of Columbia—Virginia, Mary- 
land, West Virginia, Pennsylvania, Delaware, New Jersey, New York, 
and North Carolina—have adopted it. 

Since the District of Columbia is a Federal jurisdiction, it is possible 
at the present time for the United States attorney for the District 
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of Columbia to subpena witnesses from other jurisdictions for attend- 
ance either before the grand jury or in criminal cases prosecuted by 
the United States attorney. However, it may happen that the Cor- 
poration Counsel of the District of Columbia or his assistants, in 
prosecuting violations of certain statutes and municipal regulations 
might find it necessary, in certain cases important to the District of 
Columbia, to secure the attendance of a witness in Maryland, Virginia, 
or other nearby Staf@. Such action, however, is not = under 
existing law. Enactment of the bill would allow the Corporation 
Counsel to secure a summons requiring the attendance of such a 
witness, thereby increasing the prospect of successful prosecution. 
Further, the bill, if enacted, would permit the courts of States having 
a similar law to secure the attendance of witnesses located within the 
District of Columbia—action which is not possible at the present time, 
and which conceivably might cause obstruction of justice. 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia in appearing before 
the committee recommended the enactment of this bill so that the 
courts of the District of Columbia in all cases, and the courts of the 
several States having a similar law, may be able to secure the attend- 
ance of witnesses located without their respective jurisdictions, in 
criminal proceedings or in grand jury investigations. 
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